
October CAC Meeting
Wednesday October 12, 2022 – 1:30 PM 
Pinellas Suncoast Transit Authority 3201 

Scherer Drive 
St. Petersburg, FL 33716 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING AGENDA 

1. CALL TO ORDER

2. ROLL CALL

3. MOTION TO ALLOW VIRTUAL PARTICIPATION

4. PUBLIC COMMENTS

Persons wishing to address the Committee can do so in either of two ways:
A. Email your comments to publiccomment@tbarta.com at least one day prior to the

meeting and your comments will be read into the record.
B. See staff prior to the meeting to complete a comment card. You will be able to provide

comment for three (3) minutes when recognized.

5. CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS

A. September Meeting Minutes

6. PRESENTATION

A. U.S. 19 RRT Study Update (Christina Kight Matthews or Eric Heinz WSP)

7. OLD BUSINESS AND COMMITTEE DISCUSSION

A. Proposed Resolution - The CAC Vision for Transit Solutions for the Tampa Bay Region
(Bill Roberts)

8. NEW BUSINESS AND COMMITTEE DISCUSSION

A. TBARTA September Workshop report (Chris Jadick)
B. Tampa City Council Member Hurtak's recommendation for a regional transit app

(Bill Roberts)
C. Commuter Services Update (Ken Boden)
D. Communications Update (Chris Jadick)



Agenda CAC Meeting September 7, 2022 

Tampa Bay Area Regional Transit Authority meetings are open to the public. If a decision made at a meeting is appealable, 
any person who decides to appeal will need a record of the proceedings and may need to ensure a verbatim record of the 
proceedings is made, including testimony and evidence upon which the appeal is based. Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Americans with Disabilities Act, any person requiring special accommodations to participate in a Tampa Bay Area Regional 
Transit Authority meeting is asked to advise the agency at least 2 business days before the meeting by calling 1(800) 998- 
7433. If you are hearing or speech impaired, please contact the agency using the Florida Relay Service, 1(800) 955-8771 (TDD) 
or 1(800) 955-8770 (Voice). 

9. ITEMS TO REPORT TO TBARTA BOARD

10. ADJOURNMENT

** NEXT CAC MEETING** 
November 9, 2022 – 1:30PM 

Pinellas Suncoast Transit Authority 
3201 Scherer Drive 

St. Petersburg, FL 33716 

** NEXT TBARTA BOARD MEETING 
** October 21, 2022 – 9:00AM 

Pinellas Suncoast Transit Authority 
3201 Scherer Drive 

St. Petersburg, FL 33716 



 

 

 Citizens Advisory Committee Meeting 
Wednesday, September 7, 2022 – 1:30 PM 

Pinellas Suncoast Transit Authority 
3201 Scherer Drive 

St. Petersburg, FL 33716 
 

 MINUTES 
  
CALL TO ORDER 

Mr. Roberts called the meeting to order at 1:31 PM. 

 
PRESENT 
Chair Bill Roberts 
Vice Chair Bob Widmar 
Bob Henion 
Josh Frank 
Travis Norton 
Carlene Riecss 
Clinton Wynn 
Bill Jonson 
David Green (TBARTA) 

 
ABSENT 
Lynn Gruber White 
Nicole Rice (alternate) 
Karen Mullins 
Caron Schwartz (alternate) 
Sara Calhoun 
Brandi Miklus 
Rick Richmond 
Robert Esposito (alternate)

Chris Jadick (TBARTA) 
Brian Pessaro (TBARTA) 
Jennifer Seay (TBARTA) 

 
PUBLIC COMMENT 

TBARTA received public comment via email from Andrew Morris Planner/GIS Technician for Madeira 
Beach Florida: 
 
TBARTA Citizens Advisory Committee, 

It is unfortunate that CSX does not want to cooperate in the Tampa Bay Metro Area, but TBARTA 
still should pursue studying rail transit. I think it would be important to include in the proposed 
resolution to support a feasibility study for an automated light metro between Downtown Tampa and 
Downtown St. Petersburg via I-275 and the Howard Frankland Bridge. Automated light metros in the last 
few decades have become a popular alternative from conventional light rail, commuter rail, and heavy 
rail. The automation helps keep labor costs low compared to conventional light rail and commuter rail. 
Since the equipment is smaller and lighter than heavy rail, the construction cost per mile is lower also. 
The electrification and automation allow automated light metros to operate high frequency service with 
2.5-minute headways. Automated light metros operate on fully grade separated infrastructure, which 
removes the risk of grade crossing collisions. 

        TBARTA’s Regional Rapid Transit BRT, TECO Streetcar, and HART’s Arterial BRT, Brightline, and 
Amtrak could connect with the automated light metro at a Multimodal Hub in Downtown Tampa. 
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Tampa International Airport’s Automated People Mover and express buses from Pasco and Hernando 
Counties could connect into the automated light metro at a Multimodal Hub in Westshore. A 
Multimodal Hub in Gateway could connect the automated light metro with various PSTA bus routes, 
TBARTA’s US 19 Regional Rapid Transit BRT, and St. Pete–Clearwater International Airport. PSTA’s 
SunRunner BRT could connect with the automated light metro at a Multimodal Hub in Downtown St. 
Petersburg. Future extensions of the automated light metro could connect to Downtown Clearwater and 
USF via existing publicly owned right of way. Vancouver has had a massive success with their automated 
light metro called SkyTrain and Montreal is in the process of building an automated light metro called 
the REM. 

       An automated light metro via I-275 and the Howard Frankland Bridge has the potential to 
connect various existing and proposed transit corridors to major population, tourism, and employment 
centers, Tampa International Airport, St. Pete–Clearwater International Airport, Brightline, and Amtrak. 
An automated light metro feasibility study would be an important step towards improving regional 
travel in the Tampa Bay Metro Area. 

Best Regards, 
Andrew Morris 
Planner/GIS Technician 
300 Municipal Drive 
Madeira Beach, FL 33708 
727-391-9951 Ext 296 
amorris@madeirabeachfl.gov 

 
CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS  

Motion made by Mr. Widmar to approve the July and August Meeting Minutes. Seconded by Mr. 
Henion. Motion passed unanimously.  

 
PRESENTATIONS 

Pinellas Aerial Gondola Feasibility Study presented by Steve Dorau & Steven Dale, SCJ Alliance 

The purpose of the study was to address the following: Are aerial gondolas well suited to serve the 
Tampa Bay Area? Are there suitable alignments to serve Clearwater/St. Petersburg? Are the routes 
technically feasible? Are the projects financially viable? Is the public at large supportive of the projects? 
The study found the purpose and need of the project after speaking with numerous stakeholders: to 
create a singular, unified economic district, alleviate congestion on the Causeway, and improve 
employee access to the beach. Secondary purposes include convenient access to the aquarium, 
Coachman Park, and Downtown Clearwater. The study found there are suitable alignments for the 
project in Clearwater. The center line of the system generally follows the bike trail that runs along the 
Causeway because that area has already been disturbed. Estimated capital costs for the project are 
$124-$184 million and include the gondola system, towers and foundations, and stations and 
foundations. Estimated O&M costs are $10 million. The study concluded the following: aerial gondolas 
are well suited to the Tampa Bay Area, suitable alignments exist, the routes are technically feasible, the 
project is financially viable (if costs are controlled), and the public is supportive of the project.  
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Mr. Henion asked since you are using the Causeway, primarily public land controlled by FDOT, if there is 
a large amount of savings because the project would not require acquisition of private land. Mr. Dale 
responded yes, using primarily public land drives down the cost. By using this technology, you are 
utilizing space that otherwise would not be usable.  

Mr. Norton asked if a piece of land by city hall can be used for an aerial system. Mr. Dale responded that 
one of the reasons we went with the optionality route is so that if a piece of land is taken away then you 
have other options available. It is entirely possible to develop a gondola station into a future 
development. There would have to be coordination with the developer, which is why we suggest 
engaging with developers sooner rather than later.  

Mr. Dorau commented there is also an option to create an air rights easement for a gondola system to 
travel over private property. Land that is up for sale as part of a development agreement includes the 
capacity for a gondola to coexist with the development.  

Mr. Dale responded that all of the lands we looked at are currently owned by the city. We are aware 
that the city is currently negotiating some development agreements on a couple of the parcels. In terms 
of air rights, we do not believe there are any air rights in place because the corridor is primarily over 
public land with the exception of the southernmost alignment, which does fly over an apartment tower. 

Mr. Wynn asked if you looked at connecting to the hospital area for medical connectivity. Mr. Dale 
answered no, that was not part of the scope. That could be examined because these systems are 
designed for future expansion. Expansion would have to be planned for from the beginning.  

Mr. Wynn asked if the beach path will include a walkway above the road that allows people to cross 
over to go to the beach. Mr. Dorau answered we would propose an integrated pedestrian bridge, 
elevators, and stairs on the west side of Coronado for people to get to the Pier 60 parking lot.  

Mr. Wynn asked if there is an area to shower and clean off beach supplies so sand is not intermixed with 
passengers going to work, dinner, or other events. Mr. Dale said that was not considered but you could 
certainly include that in the stations. Station design was not in the scope of this project, only calculating 
the size and mass of the stations. But it can be done if stakeholders feel it is necessary.  

Mr. Dorau commented that, operationally, you can have cabins designated for different user groups. For 
example, you could have every fifth cabin be a non-beach gear cabin. The possibilities are numerous 
because the cabins leave so often.  

Looking at capital cost estimate and the items that are not include like utilities and private right of way 
acquisitions, Mr. Frank asked what the ballpark figure for cost per mile is. Mr. Dale responded that cost 
per mile does not apply to this mode of transportation because the highest costs associated with 
gondolas are the station costs. There is very little cost associated with distance. One of the cost-saving 
advantages is dealing with where the towers are located, which provides flexibility.  

Mr. Frank asked if most people using the bridge are using it as tourists, which creates the need to cater 
towards tourists. Mr. Dale responded that most of the travel is between Downtown Clearwater and the 
tourist district.  
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NEW BUSINESS AND COMMITTEE DISCUSSION   

Proposed Resolution (CAC Vision for Transit Solutions)  

Mr. Jonson commented that he has been thinking about this since our last meeting. TBARTA is an 
organization that has unlimited power and no funding. This compounds the fact that many projects we 
discuss have long cycle times, which lead people to ask what TBARTA has accomplished. For example, 
SunRunner has taken 10 years and I am concerned with the time it takes to accomplish projects. I am 
also frustrated with the lack of clear vision and goals. We have to keep talking about that unless we have 
something the public can ride. We have an unusual situation in regional support because the benefits do 
not apply equally to all areas in the region. I wonder why we are not talking to the developers and 
getting them to fund projects. 

Mr. Roberts responded I think TBARTA needs to have a regional approach even if it’s long term. TBARTA  
studied light rail in 2018 and it was determined that it was not feasible to do at the time. Light rail 
should be revisited as a project because FDOT has accommodated for that. I feel TBARTA should take on 
a large regional project that will benefit the region. 

Mr. Henion commented I think we have to focus on the fact we are transit and that is why we were 
created. There are forces in the state that don’t facilitate us dealing with real public transit. Vanpool is a 
great program but it’s a closed system. Your statements are important about what we should be doing. 

Mr. Widmar commented that had we started negotiating with CSX in 2018, we would be in a better 
position. I strongly believe this region needs some sort of commuter rail network. I propose that we 
restart the TD program that was so successful and ran out of money when ridership was going up. I am 
very supportive of a regional app that gives all options for regional transit through all member counties. 

Mr. Frank commented I think the low hanging fruit is bike and trail systems that are treated like transit. 
This is easier to implement and already being considered as part of transit projects. This is an area 
where there is a huge, missed opportunity. Connecting trails from Manatee to Hillsborough and Pinellas 
to Hillsborough would be very innovative. It is also a way to make other transit options viable.  

Mr. Jonson commented I think the larger problem is getting local funding from member entities. The 
first 25% of the RRT project we have been talking about. If we could do a simple rubber tire bus route 
from Pasco County to Waterside it could be paid for by developers and be something that could be 
developed rather quickly. TBARTA could contract out the operations. TBARTA could start small and 
branch out to larger projects. We need immediate and future goals.  

Mr. Wynn commented I have been pushing with developers to get transit. Developers have to take 
some responsibility for putting in some infrastructure.   

Mr. Roberts commented there have been a lot of studies over the years and Pasco County is growing 
now as it was predicted to grow 15 years ago. We must find a way to get around regionally. TBARTA 
needs to pull together and complete projects quickly.  

 
ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. Roberts adjourned the meeting at 3:29 PM.  
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**NEXT CAC MEETING** 
October 12, 2022 

Pinellas Suncoast Transit Authority 
3201 Scherer Drive 

St. Petersburg, FL 33716 
 

 

  

 

 

 

  

 

 



October 12, 2022

1

US 19 RRT Study Update



2

Executive Team Discussion Agenda

· Review of Updated Alternative Scenarios
· Cost Estimate Update
· Performance Evaluation
· Next Steps Potential Phasing Options



PERFORMANCE EVALUATION PROCESS

Ø Ridership by segment
Ø Inside/Outside Running
Ø Dedicated/non-dedicated
Ø Evaluate travel time

Ø Determine cost effectiveness
Ø How competitive is the

project?

Station Area Evaluation
ØHow many stops and where?1

Alignment Evaluation
ØHow do we provide the service?2

Preliminary Concept of Operations
ØHow feasible is the project?3

Ø Assess travel markets
Ø Identify and evaluate transit

stop locations
Ø Evaluate socioeconomic data

3

WE ARE HERE
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Scenario Alternatives

Scenario A
· One single route
Scenario B
· 2 overlapping routes
Scenario C
· One single route
· Northern terminus at Moog Rd
· Retains corridor segments 2, 3 and 4 with highest

levels of boardings & alightings and station
evaluation scores

Express Bus Alternative (New Alternative)
· One single route
· Northern terminus at SR 52
· Focuses on phasing services starting with Express

Bus service

4



Express Bus Express Bus
(Peak Only)

SR 52 Terminus

OPERATING PLAN
Hours of
operation 6am to 6pm 6am to 9am

4pm to 7pm
# of  Vehicles 6 6
Frequency 30 minutes 30 minutes
# of Stations 15 15
Travel Time 83 minutes 83 minutes

RIDERSHIP RESULTS

Daily Ridership 1,065 691
Annual
Ridership 319,500 207,300

555

Assumptions:
Assumes initial express bus
service on top of existing local
bus service

Removes premium features to
get started with commuter bus
service and build ridership such
as:
• TSP
• Queue jumps,
• Maintenance facility,
• Red lane treatment

Basic, low investment transit
stops

EXPRESS BUS OPERATING ASSUMPTIONS
RECOMMENDATION



EVALUATION CRITERIA COMPARISON
Low Investment High Investment Express Bus

Scenario Scenario A Scenario C Scenario A Scenario C Peak only
Terminus SR 52 Moog Rd SR 52 Moog Rd SR 52 SR 52

Daily Ridership (2020) 1,300 1,200 2,400 1,900 1,100 690
Total New Transit Ridership 480 451 1,300 954 270 120
Transit Dependent Ridership 580 550 1,100 870 500 300
VMT Reduction 1,540,000 1,360,000 4,280,000 2,830,000 1,070,000 708,750
Annual Revenue Hours 29,900 24,900 24,900 19,900 12,000 4,700
Annual Ridership 384,000 366,000 719,000 574,000 320,000 207,000

Passengers per Revenue Hour 12.87 14.71 28.89 28.83 26.34 44.47

Capital Cost-Low $58,000,000 $47,000,000 $134,000,000 $87,000,000 $5,760,000 $5,760,000
Capital Cost-High $67,000,000 $55,000,000 $161,000,000 $105,000,000 $7,060,000 $7,060,000
Annual O&M (Low) $2.90 $2.40 $2.40 $1.92 $1.17 $0.45
Annual O&M (High) $ 3.30 $2.71 $2.70 $2.17 $1.32 $0.51
Operating Cost per Trip $8.60 $7.40 $3.80 $3.78 $3.66 $2.17
Cost Effectiveness: Total
Project Cost per Trip (Low) $12.57 $10.86 $9.57 $8.41 $4.26 $3.10

Cost Effectiveness: Total
Project Cost per Trip (High) $14.41 $12.41 $11.23 $9.85 $4.87 $3.61
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CAPITAL COST SUMMARY
Scenarios Low Investment High Investment Express

BusScenario A Scenario C Scenario A Scenario C
Terminus SR 52 Moog Rd SR 52 Moog Rd SR 52

Total Segment 1
(including contingency) $10,100,000 $0 $55,600,000 $0 $275,000

Total Segment 2
(including contingency) $30,000,000 $30,000,000 $51,200,000 $51,200,000 $880,000

Total Segment 3
(including contingency) $10,500,000 $10,500,000 $40,400,000 $40,400,000 $880,000

Total Segment 4
(including contingency) $8,500,000 $8,500,000 $8,500,000 $8,500,000 $581,000

Total Corridor
Estimate
(including contingency)

$59,100,000 $49,000,000 $155,700,000 $100,000,000 $2,600,000

Support Facilities $2,100,000 $1,500,000 $1,500,000 $1,300,000 $0
# of Vehicles 8 6 6 5 6
Vehicles $5,900,000 $4,400,000 $4,400,000 $3,700,000 $4,500,000
Total Capital Cost $67,100,000 $55,000,000 $161,600,000 $105,000,000 $7,100,000

Phase 1 Express Bus
Assumptions:

Support Facilities: none
(for BRT Alternatives only)

Vehicles: 40’ Standard Bus – Hybrid, at
$741,222

7



8

Service Summary
SR 52 to Gateway

30-minute frequency

6 transit vehicles
15 stations

6AM to 6PM

Capital Costs

Annual Ridership

Daily Ridership

Annual O&M

Cost Effectiveness
(cost per trip)
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Peak Service Only
SR 52 to Gateway

30-minute frequency

6 transit vehicles
15 stations

6AM to 9AM / 4PM to 7PM

Capital Costs

Annual Ridership

Daily Ridership

Annual O&M

Cost Effectiveness
(cost per trip)

PHASE 1 RECOMMENDATION
EXPRESS BUS
PHASE 1 RECOMMENDATION
EXPRESS BUS

8
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Scenario A :
SR 52 Terminus

Capital Costs

Annual Ridership

Cost Effectiveness (cost per
trip)

Scenario C:
Moog Rd Terminus

Daily Ridership

Annual O&M

Capital Costs

Annual Ridership

Cost Effectiveness (cost per
trip)

Daily Ridership

Annual O&M
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TSP, queue jumps
Medium investment stations
Bus on shoulder (Segment 2)

TSP, queue jumps
Medium investment stations
Bus on shoulder (Segment 2)

PHASE 2 RECOMMENDATION
LOW INVESTMENT BRT
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Scenario A :
SR 52 Terminus

Capital Costs

Annual Ridership

Cost Effectiveness (cost per
trip)

Scenario C:
Moog Rd Terminus

Daily Ridership

Annual O&M

Capital Costs

Annual Ridership

Cost Effectiveness (cost per
trip)

Daily Ridership

Annual O&M
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TSP, queue jumps
Medium investment stations
BAT Lanes (Segments 1 & 2)
Freeway BRT (Segment 3)

TSP, queue jumps
Medium investment stations
BAT Lanes (Segments 1 & 2)
Freeway BRT (Segment 3)

PHASE 3 RECOMMENDATION
HIGH INVESTMENT BRT



NEXT STEPS
· Present to TBARTA Board and MPOs
· Coordinate Phase 1 Express Bus Alternative

Improvements
· Determine local support
· Identify funding
· Incorporate into local plans (LRTP, TDP)

· Incorporate Phase 2 & 3 opportunities within MPO Long
Range Transportation Plans
· Determine local support
· Identify partnerships
· PD&E

· Conceptual Design/Costs
· NEPA
· Public Involvement
· Station site locations and TOD opportunities

11



Questions?
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Proposed Resolution  
Citizens Advisory Committee 

“The CAC Vision for Transit Solutions for the Tampa Bay Region” 
 
 
Background – TBARTA’s re-organization in 2017 provided clear legislative direction as a transit 
organization charged with regional implementation. A number of possible projects have been 
investigated over recent years resulting in the Board authorizing a comprehensive study of a 
Regional Rapid Transit (RRT) system primarily utilizing I-275 Rights-of-Way to connect our 
region. Certain TBARTA member counties have expressed reservations about such a system and 
have encouraged TBARTA to explore use of the existing CSX rail lines as a possible regional 
network for commuter rail service. That study is the subject of a current RFQ. 
    

The CAC recognizes the challenges inherent in reaching a joint use agreement with CSX, 
but the effort is warranted and consistent with the objectives of TBARTA. Either or both of the 
CSX rail corridors could provide readily-available right-of-way for commuter rail service. 
  
Current Challenge - Neither of these two CSX corridors provides optimum routing to connect 
the population centers of Tampa, St. Petersburg, and Clearwater. Additionally, the inflow of 
traffic from Pasco County is directed toward the business, healthcare, and educational centers. 
These population and business centers are most efficiently served by a transit system which 
includes use of the Howard Frankland Bridge, as conceived by the TBARTA RRT, to truly connect 
our region. The foresight of FDOT is significant because FDOT has set aside median capacity on 
I-275, has purchased a location for a Westshore Intermodal Center, and has made provisions 
for transit in its plans for the current expansion of the Howard Frankland Bridge.  
  
A Crossroads - Currently, the options for a regional transit network seem clear. TBARTA can 
promote and establish a bus (rubber-wheel) network as envisioned by the RRT; or TBARTA can 
aggressively promote use of the CSX rail corridors for a regional commuter transit network; or 
TBARTA can initiate a study for the feasibility of a light rail system connecting Tampa, 
Gateway/Carillon, and greater St. Petersburg. The proposed path of the RRT may reflect the 
correct routing for a light rail network, although a route utilizing the Veterans Expressway 
should be considered. On-going plans for expansion and modernization of the Tampa Streetcar 
could be considered as part of a light rail system.  In addition, the new Howard Frankland 
Bridge design will physically support a light rail system, but not commuter rail. 

 
Further, recent Federal initiatives offer a generational opportunity to obtain funding for 

regional transit. Combined with repeated offers from FDOT District 7 to assist with 
implementation of a regional transit plan, the funding may be currently available in ways not 
previously thought possible. The time is right to think boldly.  



 
Be It Resolved by The Citizens Advisory Committee of TBARTA 

 
Whereas, 

1. The CAC fully supports any and all efforts to evaluate and negotiate use of either or 
both of the CSX rail corridors as may be authorized by the TBARTA Board, with an 
understanding that cooperation by CSX in any study is necessary; and 

2. The CAC recognizes the challenges facing our region for the implementation of a 
regional transit system given the large geographic area and a significant water 
crossing challenges; and 

3. The CAC is mindful of the present limitations placed by the Florida Legislature 
restricting the operational capability of TBARTA.  
 

Now, Therefore, Be It Resolved By the TBARTA Citizens Advisory Committee: 
1. We strongly encourage the TBARTA Board to authorize an updating of the 2018 RTFP 

feasibility study of a light rail system serving TBARTA’s member counties including use of 
the Howard Frankland Bridge as a connector across Tampa Bay with a target for 
completion of a study update not later than July 2023; and  

2. We recommend the TBARTA Board require the financial commitments and written 
support of all its member counties toward the creation, installation, and operation of a 
regional transit network which would include dedicated right-of-way and a light rail 
(rubber or steel wheels) network; and 

3. We recommend the TBARTA Board seek legislative authorization for TBARTA to partner 
with other organizations to become an owner of a regional transit network; and 

4. We recommend that the TBARTA Board immediately seek to acquire all available early-
stage funding from local, State, and Federal sources to pursue updating of the feasibility 
study for light rail including a thorough study of the uses for the CSX-owned corridors. 

 
 
 
Adopted, this _____ day of October 2022, by a committee vote of ______ to _______. 
 
Respectfully, 
 
 
Bill Roberts, CAC Chair 
  



October 12, 2022 

Communications Report 

Summary: Each month, TBARTA will provide a Communications Report that tracks external 
communications activity, including website views, newsletter outreach, news media coverage, and social 
media reach. The goal of this item is to provide a comprehensive view of public outreach and the ways 
in which TBARTA informs and interacts with the region. 

Attachment(s): Monthly Communications Reports for September, 2022 

Action: None required; informational item only. 



  Communications Report – September 2022 

Website – TBARTA.com 
Users: 2094 
Top Page Views: 5529 

1) TBARTA.com home page: 756
2) Transit - TBARTA: 458
3) Commute Tampa Bay, Greener Trips: 322
4) Commuter Tampa Bay, TBARTA: 275
5) Meeting Schedule: 185

Newsletter “On the Go!” 
7 newsletters released (September 2, 9, 16, 23, 27, 28, 29) 
Circulation: 2,177 (transportation news subscribers: 1955; public officials: 222) 

“On the Go!” Podcast 

Episode #22: Setting Sail with the Cross Bay Ferry, September 15.  Guest: Hillsborough County Commission Chair 
Kimberly Overman 

News Media 

1) Newspaper and online article, Tampa Bay Business Journal, September 1: Tampa Bay
business community urges TBARTA to ditch operations goals,”
https://www.bizjournals.com/tampabay/news/2022/08/31/tbarta-business-
community.html 

2) Newspaper and online article, Tampa Bay Business Journal, September 9: TBARTA
remains at a stalemate after stakeholder meeting,”
https://www.bizjournals.com/tampabay/news/2022/09/09/tampa-bay-transit-board-
remains-at-a-stalemate.html 

3) Newspaper and online article, Tampa Bay Times, September 22: “Pasco officials pump
brakes on funding regional transportation board,”
https://www.tampabay.com/news/pasco/2022/09/21/pasco-officials-pump-brakes-
funding-regional-transportation-board/ 

4) Newspaper and online article, June 18, Tampa Bay Times, “Tampa Bay transit
authority ponders its own future,”
https://www.tampabay.com/news/transportation/2022/07/18/tampa-bay-
transit-authority-ponders-its-own-future/

Facebook (@TBARTA.TampaBay) 
• Likes 1793
• Page reach: 341
• Top post: Mass transit turnaround on the west coast (8/2/22).  Reach = 110
• Audience Distribution: Tampa (25%), St. Petersburg (11%), Clearwater (3%), Dunedin (2%)

https://www.bizjournals.com/tampabay/news/2022/08/31/tbarta-business-community.html
https://www.bizjournals.com/tampabay/news/2022/08/31/tbarta-business-community.html
https://www.bizjournals.com/tampabay/news/2022/09/09/tampa-bay-transit-board-remains-at-a-stalemate.html
https://www.bizjournals.com/tampabay/news/2022/09/09/tampa-bay-transit-board-remains-at-a-stalemate.html
https://www.tampabay.com/news/pasco/2022/09/21/pasco-officials-pump-brakes-funding-regional-transportation-board/
https://www.tampabay.com/news/pasco/2022/09/21/pasco-officials-pump-brakes-funding-regional-transportation-board/
https://www.tampabay.com/news/transportation/2022/07/18/tampa-bay-transit-authority-ponders-its-own-future/
https://www.tampabay.com/news/transportation/2022/07/18/tampa-bay-transit-authority-ponders-its-own-future/


Twitter (@TBARTA) 
• Followers: 4723 
• Tweet impressions: 1536 
• Profile Visits: 202 
• Top September tweet: Your chance to join @GoHART and cash in on Florida's highest 

starting pay for bus operators is this weekend! Read all about Saturday's job fair in On 
the Go! (392 impressions) 

 

LinkedIn 
• Followers: 718 
• Unique visitors: 13 
• New Followers: 5 

 

TBARTA YouTube channel meeting viewership 
• September 7, TBARTA CAC meeting, 74 views 
• September 9, TBARTA Board meeting and workshop, 143 views 
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